1. Introduction. The objective of this paper is to verify the conjecture made in [2] that every Hurewicz fibration [3] over a polyhedral base is fiber homotopy equivalent to a Steenrod fiber bundle [6] . The result relies heavily on Milnor's universal bundle construction [4] and the following extension [2] of a theorem of A. Dold [l] . THEOREM Furthermore, let
LEMMA. {0 r , %, X, A, G} is a Steenrod fiber bundle.
PROOF. Since the proof is entirely analogous to Milnor's proof [4] that Ë is a bundle over X, we content ourselves with a brief outline. The action JU: GXA->A is defined as follows: 
Finally, define h(a) = \([VQ, VO], a)(l).
Now, X and E are contractible, rj^^o) =&(X), the space of ordinary loops on X, is dominated by a CW-complex and G is a CW-complex. Therefore h restricted to Q(X) is a homotopy equivalence and we may conclude that h is a fiber homotopy equivalence. Thus h possesses a fiber homotopy inverse h. lî VQÇ.X is the constant path and 
) = &(<*) (5) = h( [h(a) ]*) (0) since h preserves end points and [h(a)]*(Q)=h(a)(s). Also h([h(a)] 8 )(l)~Vo
for the same reason. Thus, H((e, a) , s)ÇîA. Therefore ƒ 7 g~x~l an d g is a homotopy inverse for ƒ'. This proves the equivalence theorem.
REMARK. It is not difficult to check that F considered as a subset of A is actually a strong deformation retract of A.
REMARK. It is quite clear that our main result is false for Serre fibrations [5 ] since there exist Serre fibrations over the unit interval whose fibers are not of the same homotopy type. Also, it is possible to exhibit examples of Hurewicz fibrations with 0-connected but not locally contractible base spaces for which our main result is false. PROOF. One merely applies the above theorem to the w-connective Hurewicz fibrations over X given by G. W. Whitehead in [7] . BIBLIOGRAPHY 
Extensions.

